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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 1 8 August 2006 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1^5 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1^5 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 
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20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 through 5 are pending. Applicant's claim to foreign priority of 
application JAPAN 2004-053336 filed February 27, 2004 is acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 through 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Elliott et al. (Journal of the Chemical Society, Perkin Transactions, Organic and 
Bio-Organic Chemistry (1974), (21), 2470-4; and Pesticide Science (1976), 7(5), 499- 
502 (ABSTRACT)). 

4. Claims 1 through 5 are drawn to an ester compound represented by the formula 
(")■ 

5. Elliott et al. teaches a species which includes all the specific functional groups of 
formula (1 ) with the exception of an ethyl ester rather than the claimed methyl ester (see 
Elliott et al., page 2471 , Compound 57, formula 5b; and Elliott et al. ABSTRACT). With 
respect to esterification, the methyl group is an obvious variant of that of an ethyl group, 
and one skilled in the art would recognize such. Elliott et al. also teaches methyl esters 
of various formula (1 ) analogs. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 
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The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

7. Claims 3, 4, and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, because 
the specification, while being enabling for controlling insects of the classification culex 
pipiens pallens, does not reasonably provide enablement for pests in general. The 
specification does not enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with 
which it is most nearly connected, to use the invention commensurate in scope with 
these claims. Pest, as a general group, can be interpreted to comprise many species 
throughout the animal kingdom. Fungi, rodents and deer, as well as insects, can 
behave as pest to agriculture and the human population (see "Pest", Encyclopaedia 
Britannica, 2008). The compound of formula (I) was evaluated against common 
mosquitos (Culex pipiens pallens) and found to be enabled in controlling such. 
However, the claimed compound has not been demonstrated to have any effect outside 
of the insect class. 

"The factors to be considered [in making an enablement rejection] have been 
summarized as a) the quantity of experimentation necessary, b) the amount of direction 
or guidance presented, c) the presence or absence of working examples, d) the nature 
of the invention, e) the state of the prior art, f) the relative skill of those in that art, g) the 
predictability or unpredictability of the art, h) and the breadth of the claims", In re Rainer, 
146 USPQ 218 (1965); In re Colianni, 195 USPQ 150, Ex parte Formal, 230 USPQ 546. 
a) Testing to determine the viability of the claimed compound in controlling bacterial and 
mammalian pests would require a large quantity of experimentation, b) The direction 
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concerning the extermination and control of the culex pipiens pallens species is found in 
the disclosure on page 19. c) There is no working example of the claimed compound's 
use against anything other than insects, d) The nature of the invention is entomological, 
e) The state of the art currently lacks any standard extrapolation of the compound's 
effectiveness toward insects into other animal species, f) Artisans using Applicants' 
invention would require a Ph.D. toxicology and several years of research experience, g) 
It is well established that "the scope of enablement varies inversely with the degree of 
unpredictability of the factors involved", and toxicological activity across the animal 
kingdom generally considered to be an unpredictable factor. See In re Fisher, 427 F.2d 
833, 839, 166 USPQ 18, 24 (CCPA 1970). h)The breadth of the claims includes 
innumerable organisms to be controlled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

8. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

9. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

1 0. Claim 5 provides for the use of the ester compound of the formula (I) as an active 
ingredient of a pest controlling agent, but, since the claim does not set forth any steps 
involved in the method/process, it is unclear what method/process applicant is intending 
to encompass. A claim is indefinite where it merely recites a use without any active, 
positive steps delimiting how this use is actually practiced. 
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Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed recitation of a use, 
without setting forth any steps involved in the process, results in an improper definition 
of a process, i.e., results in a claim which is not a proper process claim under 35 
U.S.C. 101 . See for example Ex parte Dunki, 153 USPQ 678 (Bd.App. 1967) and 
Clinical Products, Ltd. v. Brenner, 255 F. Supp. 131, 149 USPQ 475 (D.D.C. 1966). 
1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David E. Gallis whose telephone number is 571-272- 
9068. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur 8:30-7:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Janet Andres can be reached on 571 -272-1 600. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
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system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

David E. Gallis 
Patent Examiner 

/ Bernard Dentz/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1625 



